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BRENNA M. SPENCER v. ROBERT B. SPENCER

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 177 Conn. App. 504 (AC 38050), is
granted, limited to the following issues:

‘‘1. Did the trial court properly rectify and articulate
its original judgment, more than twelve months after
its issuance, within the scope of the Appellate Court’s
grant of the defendant’s motion for rectification and
articulation?

‘‘2. If the answer to the first question is no, did the
Appellate Court properly affirm the judgment of the
trial court terminating the plaintiff’s alimony only on
the basis of factual findings or conclusions of law that
were part of the original judgment of the trial court?

‘‘3. Did the Appellate Court properly affirm the trial
court’s finding of cohabitation on the basis of a defini-
tion of ‘cohabitation’ that does not require a romantic
or sexual relationship between the alimony recipient
and the individual with whom they reside?’’

MULLINS, J., did not participate in the consideration
of or decision on this petition.

Norman A. Roberts II and Tara C. Dugo, in support
of the petition.

Decided January 31, 2018
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TOWN OF GRISWOLD v. PASQUALE
CAMPUTARO ET AL.

The joint petition by the plaintiff and the defendants
Pasquale Camputaro, Jr., executor of the estate of Pas-
quale Camputaro, and American Industries, Inc., for
certification to appeal from the Appellate Court, 177
Conn. App. 779 (AC 38889), is granted, limited to the
following issues:

‘‘1. Did the Appellate Court properly conclude that
it had subject matter jurisdiction to consider the interve-
nors’ appeal?

‘‘2. Did the Appellate Court properly conclude that
a hearing pursuant to General Statutes § 8-8 (n) was
required to be held by the trial court before it rendered
the modified judgment?

‘‘3. Did the Appellate Court properly conclude that
the trial court violated the rules of practice by rendering
the modified judgment on November 16, 2015?’’

MULLINS, J., did not participate in the consideration
of or decision on this petition.

Mark K. Branse and Harry B. Heller, in support of
the petition.

Decided January 31, 2018

U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, TRUSTEE v.
ROBIN BLOWERS ET AL.

The petition by the defendant Mitchell Piper for certi-
fication to appeal from the Appellate Court, 177 Conn.
App. 622 (AC 39219), is granted, limited to the follow-
ing issues:

‘‘1. Did the Appellate Court properly hold that (a)
special defenses to a foreclosure action must ‘directly
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attack’ the making, validity, or enforcement of the note
or mortgage, and (b) counterclaims in a foreclosure
action must also satisfy the ‘making, validity, or enforce-
ment’ requirement? See Practice Book § 10-10.

‘‘2. If the Appellate Court properly addressed the
issues in the first question, did it properly hold that
alleged postorigination misconduct concerns a plain-
tiff’s ‘enforcement’ of a note or mortgage only if the
plaintiff breaches a loan modification or other similar
agreement that affects the enforceability of the note
or mortgage?

‘‘3. If the Appellate Court properly addressed the
issues in the first and second questions, did it properly
hold that the defendants’ allegations of the plaintiff’s
misconduct and breach relating to a ‘received’ ‘immedi-
ate modification’ did not amount to an allegation that
the plaintiff had agreed to a ‘final, binding loan modifica-
tion’ that affected the plaintiff’s ability to enforce the
note or mortgage?’’

Jeffrey Gentes, J.L. Pottenger, Jr., and Anderson
Tuggle, Eli Jacobs, Michael Linden and Victoria Stil-
well, certified legal interns, in support of the petition.

Pierre-Yves Kolakowski, in opposition.

Decided January 31, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. ANTHONY JOHNSON

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 178 Conn. App. 490 (AC
37859), is denied.

KAHN, J., did not participate in the consideration of
or decision on this petition.

Emily Wagner, assistant public defender, in support
of the petition.
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Jennifer F. Miller, assistant state’s attorney, in oppo-
sition.

Decided January 31, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. JACQUI SMITH

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 178 Conn. App. 715 (AC
38832), is denied.

Laila M. G. Haswell, senior assistant public defender,
in support of the petition.

Robert J. Scheinblum, senior assistant state’s attor-
ney, in opposition.

Decided January 31, 2018

ARMAND CUOZZO v. TOWN OF ORANGE

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 178 Conn. App. 647 (AC 39097),
is denied.

Karen E. Souza, in support of the petition.

Logan A. Carducci, in opposition.

Decided January 31, 2018

MALKIE WIEDERMAN v. ISSAC HALPERT ET AL.

The defendants’ petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 178 Conn. App. 783 (AC
39274), is granted, limited to the following issue:

‘‘Did the Appellate Court properly uphold the deter-
mination of the trial court that the plaintiff had standing
to sue?’’

Kerry M. Wisser, in support of the petition.

Taryn D. Martin and Robert A. Ziegler, in opposition.

Decided January 31, 2018
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. STEVEN K. STANLEY

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 178 Conn. App. 903 (AC
39316), is denied.

Peter G. Billings, in support of the petition.

Nancy L. Walker, assistant state’s attorney, in oppo-
sition.

Decided January 31, 2018

HECTOR COLON v. COMMISSIONER
OF CORRECTION

The petitioner Hector Colon’s petition for certifica-
tion to appeal from the Appellate Court, 179 Conn. App.
30 (AC 38688), is denied.

KAHN, J., did not participate in the consideration of
or decision on this petition.

Peter G. Billings, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Nancy L. Chupak, senior assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided January 31, 2018

RONALD F. BOZELKO v. STATEWIDE
CONSTRUCTION, INC., ET AL.

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court (AC 40459) is dismissed.
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KAHN, J., did not participate in the consideration of
or decision on this petition.

Ronald F. Bozelko, self-represented, in support of
the petition.

Decided January 31, 2018


